Animals-It's Their World, Too
Game Animals

The theme of the 1980 Annual Conference is a message The HSUS shall pronounce far and
wide in the coming year. It is a declaration which embodies the very essence of why we are
doing what we are doing on behalf of animals, day in and day out. It is the rationale which justifies our actions; it is the purpose which motivates our efforts; it is the symbol which bespeaks our goal. Yet it is a hope rather than a reality; a mission rather than an assumption; a
challenge rather than a conclusion.
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On the shooting preserve, game animals
are little more than animated targets for
hunters.

It is painfully evident when one considers the plight and condition of animals in today's

world that it is not really their world-certainly not on their terms. Indeed, it is less their
world today than in ages past, for the reason that the human species has become increasingly
adept at devising ways in which to utilize animals.
The HSUS does not deny the necessity of having to accept a world that is something short
of perfect. And we have no illusions that we, or anyone else, can put matters right for all animals in all situations. Like most others, we are frustrated, impatient and sometimes angry.
We are tired of waiting for Congress to enact meaningful animal welfare legislation, angry
that government agencies ignore the role and function that is theirs for animal protection,
frustrated that individuals refuse to accept responsibility for the very animals they own.
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We are appalled at the ignorance, and sometimes callousness, of those who seek to enhance
their own beauty at the expense of animals caught in traps or beaten with clubs. We observe in
disbelief the arrogance and barbarism of those who deliberately pit animal against animal in
various scenarios of cruelty, torture, and torment. And we are impatient with those who continue to use animals as subjects for medical experiments and drug testing when alternatives
could be used instead in numerous instances.
During the next several months, The HSUS will be promoting this theme nationwide by
means of a thirty-second television public service message, pamphlets, bumper stickers, etc.
But it is more than a theme we seek to promote. It is, rather, a conviction and a commitment
that animals have a rightful place in this world that must not-shall not-be usurped by the
human species. And if ever The HSUS has been in a position to make a difference, it is now.
For we are an organization come of age; a people who profoundly believe that our world is not
our world alone, but one in which our own dignity and self-respect is enhanced by our compassion and concern for our fellow creatures.
Through informed and aggressive actions we shall
challenge those who do violence to animals in the name
of sport and recreation. We shall oppose those who justify their destruction for frivolity and whim. We shall
debate with those who for purposeful cause destroy
and maim animals unnecessarily. We shall importune
those who legislate either for them or against them,
seeking finally the enactment of laws which insure
their rights. And we shall teach those who have yet to
learn that this world belongs to animals as well as humans, and that they, like ourselves, have a rightful
place in a creation we did not fashion, but one given to
both human beings and animals for our common existence.

Crackdown on Dogfighting
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TR&CKS
Factory Farming:
And Now The Good News

• Recognizing that the animal welfare movement is not going to get
out of the barnyard until something
is done to relieve the suffering of
millions of farm animals, Feedstuffs,
the "Weekly Newspaper for Agribusiness,'' featured a special section
on animal welfare in its September
7, 1980 issue.
Their coverage featured three
viewpoints, that of a proponent, a
scientist, and an opponent. Dr.
Michael Fox, Director of the Institute for the Study of Animal Problems, furnished the pro-animal welfare article in which he took aim at
the prejudices many farmers hold
toward the animal rights movement.
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themselves." It is reported further
that "the calves are contented and
healthier, the culling rate has
halved. The system is less costly for
the farmer; less capital need be tied
up in buildings which need not have
been expensively built for a controlled environment.''
With this system tried and
proven, there is no longer any excuse for imprisoning calves in stalls
so narrow and barren that the animals are deprived of even the simple
pleasure of moving about. We hope
American farmers will take note and
imitate Quantock's sane and humane move.

• A very positive step toward more
humane care of livestock was taken
last fall at the annual meeting of the
U.S. Animal Health Association
when their Committee on Animal
Welfare voted unanimously to establish an interdisciplinary committee on farm animal welfare. The committee will be composed of representatives from humane, animal
science, veterinary, and livestock organizations, and will evaluate current information on farm animal
welfare, establish a heirarchy of
priorities and seek funds for applied
research on selected welfare issues.

Sports
Medicine
for the
Equine
Athlete

• Quantock Veal, producer of a great
percentage of the veal in the United
Kingdom, has abandoned the rearing of calves in crates or stalls,
which has been the focus of so much
criticism in recent years (See pages
4-9 of the Spring 1980 HSUS News).
As reported in the Veterinary
Record (May 31, 1980) Quantock has
switched to a system where the
calves live in "groups of thirty in
straw-filled pens with natural light
and ventilation and where they have
room to move, ruminate, and groom

Can you imagine an Olympic
athlete training for a track event by
running a couple of sprints each
morning, then lounging around the
house the rest of the day, eating
cereal and taking tranquilizers? It
doesn't sound like a winning system
and yet that is precisely the system
used to train most racehorses today.
This may partly explain why so
many racehorses are on drugs to
cover up the pain of injuries to limbs
unprepared for the stresses of all-out
running ..

Now the knowledge gained from
years of medical and physiological
research on human athletic conditioning is being used on the
thoroughbred. In an article in the
November, 1980 Horseman's Journal, trainer Tom Ivers compares
human athletic progress with that of
horses, noting that "Today, racehorses have a hard time breaking
records set in 1905, while 15-yearold girls are bettering every record
Johnny W eismuller set in the
1920's." To remedy this situation,
he goes on to describe his threestage system for bringing racehorses to peak condition.
The first, or background stage, is
designed to develop tougher tendons
and ligaments and to strengthen
bones and joints rather than develop
speed. The program calls for a daily
series of long, slow jogs. Stage two
aims to build endurance, increasing
the efficiency and effectiveness of
the horse's oxygen delivery system
while building muscle strength by
using a number of exercises such as
overdistance runs alternating accelerated gallops with short periods
of walking.
Speed is built in the final stage,
with the horse practicing sprints
and increasing the rate of speed for
each exercise done. Then, during the
racing season, a maintenance conditioning program helps keep the
horse at its best. The final product,
says Ivers, ''is a moneymaker and a
joy to watch-a sound, enthusiastic,
competitive equine athlete with
speed, endurance, and consistency.''
Since the article appeared, Ivers
has received more than sixty inquiries from horse owners attracted
by the logic of his arguments and
wishing to try his system. As one
letter writer said, "We've put a lot
of thought into trying to figure out
why on earth people believe that the
way to train a racehorse is to stand
him in a stall all day."
Perhaps relying on a solid system
of training and conditioning rather
than a pharmacopoeia of drugs can
help rescue the reputation of the
racing industry as well as saving the
horses pain and injury.
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Award Winner: An HSUS television public service announcement
has won two of the nation's top advertising awards. The thirty-second
spot depicting the cruelties of rodeo was produced by Earle Palmer
Brown and Associates for the Society. Shown here are Earle Palmer
Brown (left) with the CLIO award, voted on by a jury of 1200 advertising professionals, and John Hoyt holding the Andy award, given by
the Advertising Club of New York. The spot, which will be distributed
to television stations around the country this spring, uses slow motion
and still photography to show the violence perpetrated on animals in
certain rodeo events.

Money Talks in Oregon
It took a quarter of a million
dollars of "conservationist" (that is,
hunting and trapping) money to defeat Oregon's Ballot Measure 5 to
ban trapping. Oregonians Against
Trapping, (OAT), which had gotten
the measure placed on the ballot,
campaigned long and hard to get the
ban passed, but in the end the
greater buying power of trapping
and furrier interests carried the day.
The final vote count showed about
413,000 Oregonians favoring the
ban, with a little more than 704,000

voting against it. Although the ban
was voted down 2 to 1, the campaign
for the ban was outspent by more
than 8 to 1. OAT raised about
$30,000 mostly from in-state
sources, while pro-trapping forces
came up with $250,000, mostly from
out-of-state sources.
As in the Ohio trapping referendum campaign in 1977, the trapping
ban was fought through the mass
media, with commercials claiming
that crops, poultry, livestock, trees,
thousands of jobs, homes, and families would be put in dire jeopardy if
the leghold trap were outlawed. In
answer to these absurdly alarmist
myths and distortions, OAT prepared ads pointing out that 95% of
the trapping in Oregon is done solely
for fur, to profit the trapper and furrier, and not to protect anything
from any animal. They showed that
there were exceptions provided in
the bill for those occasions when
some animals formed a legitimate
threat to people or livestock. In a
three-quarter page newspaper ad
paid for by HSUS, we told of the
thousands of "trash" animals, often
including household pets, that are
frequently caught in traps.
But no matter how clearly and reasonably the case is stated, it must be
seen and heard by the public to be
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understood. Pro-trapping groups
were capable of placing eight ads for
every one placed by OAT. The reason pro-trapping groups are much
better funded than humane organizations is that they profit from the
trap, and are willing to spend
whatever it takes to keep the trap
and keep their profits coming. For
instance, the Wildlife Legislative
Fund of America, headquartered in
Columbus, Ohio, contributed more
than $90,000 to fight the ban in
Oregon. On its board are David B.
Meltzer, president and chairman of
the board of Evans, Inc., the world's
largest furrier; Dale L. Haney, president of the Victor Division of
Woodstream Corporation, principal
manufacturer of the steel jaw
leghold trap; and Abe Feinglass,
director of the Meatcutters Division
of the United Food and Commercial
Workers International Union which
covers some of the workers in the fur
industry.
Every state referendum on trapping in the past few years has been
the same kind of David and Goliath
confrontation that was seen in Oregon. As the biblical story shows, it
is not impossible for David to winbut along with having virtue on
your side, it doesn't hurt to have a
slingshot. It appears that any attempt to put trapping to a public
vote must be preceded by two to five
years of intense planning, fund
raising, and public education in
order to succeed. Such typical trapper's myths as the prediction that
rabies will rage over the land if trapping is not allowed must be anticipated and answered thoroughly
well ahead of election day. A war
chest of at least a quarter million
dollars should be raised for the campaign. Finally, all legislative
remedies should be exhausted before
turning to a popular vote on the
issue.
Though disappointed at the defeat, OAT is not giving up the war
on the steel jaw trap, but will now
regroup and assess the various factors in this unsuccessful campaign
and plan the most profitable future
course of action to rid their state of
commercial trapping.
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Many cities have low-cost spay/neuter
programs, and some provide special aid
for the elderly to help make it possible
for them to own pets.

~'

Wdght "Y' she
will buy a case of champagne for the
first animal shelter that closes its
door because there are no more
homeless animals in the community.
Several shelters around the country are now reporting that the day
may be in sight.
Wright is director of animal sheltering and control for HSUS, and a
big part of her job is encouraging
shelters to provide pet sterilization,
enforce leash and license laws, and
promote responsible pet ownership.
Some agencies and organizations
that have put these programs into
effect are reporting fewer animals
coming through their shelters.
Although the following examples
are not by any means the only success stories, they demonstrate what
can be accomplished through a complete animal program:
The Humane Society of Huron
Valley, an HSUS accredited society
in Ann Arbor, Michigan, handled
18,578 animals in 1975, and reduced
that amount to 11,991 in 1979. The
number of animals euthanized annually was cut almost in half, dropping from 12,573 to 6,988. The society reports that four surrounding
counties had increases in both
categories in the same period.
The difference is that HSHV
started programs in public educa-

*
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Humane education programs teach owners how to care for their pets. The good effects of this training can be judged by the reduced number of animals that must be
sheltered.

tion and law enforcement and opened a spay/neuter clinic. The clinic
opened in 1975 and has been selfsupporting for more than two years,
performing 4,200 surgeries in 1979.
The Tarrant County Humane Society in Ft. Worth, Texas, opened a
spay clinic in a low-income neighborhood in October, 1978 and has
sterilized more than 8,000 animals
there. Although the only advertising
is word-of-mouth, the schedule is
always full. The numbers of puppies
and kittens coming into the shelter
have been reduced by 50%.
At the HSUS accredited Peninsula Humane Society in San Mateo,
California, the number of dogs
handled dropped from 21,370 in
1974 to 12,111 in 1979; the number
of cats decreased from 15,273 to
9,269. The society attributes this
trend to a total program of public
education and law enforcement and
to its self-supporting spay/neuter
clinic, where 20,000 pets were
sterilized between 1973 and 1979.
The Vancouver Regional Branch
of the British Columbia SPCA euthanized 21,000 animals in 1979
compared to 80,000 in 1976. Again,
a program of sterilization and education seems to have made the difference, since nearby municipalities
without such a program reported an

*

*

*

increase in animals euthanized in the
same time period.
The number of animals sheltered
annually by the Western Pennsylvania Humane Society in Pittsburgh decreased by 2,288 dogs and
4,234 cats between 1970-71 and
1978-79. The society credits the decrease to more adoptions, better education programs, improved shelter
facilities and a neutering program
through which 21,000 animals have
been sterilized since 1966.
In these communities, there are at
least 88,000 fewer homeless animals
annually, plus the litters those animals would have produced. These
shelters have also been responsible
for sterilizing about 31,000 pets annually. If each of 31,000 pets had
just one litter of five, there would be
an additional 155,000 animals to be
absorbed into our five example communities. If that new generation of
litters had then continued to breed,
the numbers would soon have climbed into the millions.
Although we can count the number of animals being sheltered, there
is no such measurement as a ''unit of
suffering." One cruelty cannot be
judged as causing more units of suffering than another. But pet overpopulation itself is a problem of
numbers. Because millions of

*
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Adoption rates are raised by making the
animals and shelter as attractive as possible for potential adopters. This cuts
down the number of animals that must
be euthanized.

animals are involved, the communities that are reducing the pet
population are clearly reducing
animal suffering.
There are fewer puppies and kittens to be killed or given to uncaring
homes, fewer pets abandoned and
abused, fewer homeless animals to
undergo the stress that comes with
being impounded in even the very
best shelters. And there are fewer
animals to be housed temporarily
only to be destroyed, all at public expense.
But as C. Jack Homes of Vancouver puts it, "While we can be proud
of the fact that we have reduced the
destruction of 59,000, we are still
concerned about the fact that we
have to destroy 21,000 animals each
year."
The quality of animal care and
control varies widely throughout the
country. While some communities
have complete programs of public

education, enforcement of leash and
licensing laws and pet sterilization,
others have only an open pen for a
"shelter." Some have no pet licensing requirements at all-others
have sophisticated computerized
systems.
HSUS West Coast Regional Director Charlene Drennon is encouraged by the fact that many more
municipal governments are asking
HSUS's advice on animal control,
the city of Spokane, Washington
being a recent example. She says,
"They wouldn't be asking about our
program if it didn't work."
Drennon reports that the animal
control departments in both Los
Angeles City and Los Angeles County have reduced the numbers of animals coming through the shelters
with total programs of law enforcement, public education, and pet
sterilization. Los Angeles County
operates five spay/neuter clinics offering low fees for all pets and even
lower rates for animals adopted
from the county.
The City of Los Angeles opened
the first of four clinics in 1971 and
sheltered 56,000 fewer animals in
1978-79 than in 1970-71. The percent of licensed dogs that are altered
has risen from 10.9 to 54.2.
Drennon's office serves California,
Idaho, Oregon, Nevada, and Washington. The office recently surveyed
public and private animal shelters in
California, and of 78 responses, 58
reported having some kind of spay
program, either a clinic or a program
with cooperating veterinarians.
California state law does require all
adopted cats to be sterilized.
Connecticut became the first state
to open a spay/neuter clinic, with
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starting money from the Society for
Animal Rights, Inc. and additional
help from other Connecticut humanitarians. The clinic opened in mid
1979, and reports that there is now a
three- to four-week wait for appointments.
HSUS' New England office, directed by John Inman, Jr., serves
Connecticut, along with Massachusetts, Maine, Rhode Island, V ermont, and New Hampshire. The
New Hampshire SPCA has had a
substantial decline in the number of
animals requiring shelter since the
group began an aggressive follow-up
program on sterilization of adopted
animals, with a 95% success rate.
Other agencies and humane
organizations in New England are
seriously considering the establishment of low cost spay/neuter clinics
and programs.
In Texas, a new state rabies control law has brought about such developments as the cities of Houston
and San Antonio hiring new administrators for their animal control
programs. William Meade, Gulf
States Regional Director for HSUS,
says municipal governments are recognizing that haphazard operations
will not be tolerated by the public,
and that animal control is benefiting
from the resulting improvement efforts with new shelters, better ordinances, and more training for
employees.
Among private societies, the Laredo Humane Society and the
Amarillo-Panhandle Humane Society have opened spay/neuter clinics
and begun other programs. The
other states Meade serves, Arkansas, Louisiana, and Oklahoma, show
increased interest in humane society
organization, but rural areas still
have more utilitarian attitudes
toward animals and less concern
5

about humane care. Meade says
much of the public is still unaware of
the pet overpopulation problem.
Animal control in some rural
Great Lakes communities has progressed from "terrible to decent,"
according to Sandy Rowland, head
of The HSUS Great Lakes Regional
Office. The region includes Ohio, Illinois, Indiana, and Michigan.
Such groups as the Michigan
Humane Society in the Detroit area
and the Kent County Humane Society in Grand Rapids, Michigan, are
aggressively following up on required sterilization for adopted pets.
The HSUS accredited Humane Society of St. Joseph County, Inc., in
Mishawaka, Indiana, reports the
number of animals in the shelter has
dropped from 14,000 to 12,000 per
year in four years, because of their
community education programs.
The communities and organizations that are conducting progressive animal control programs

6

are demonstrating that an investment in humane animal control can
reduce suffering and control costs.
From her national perspective,
Phyllis Wright comments, "The
whole community benefits from
responsible animal care and control.
Pets and their owners and their
next-door neighbors can live in harmony.
"Communities that have not
taken a firm stand should be pushed
and prodded by residents. Concerned people must raise their voices in
support of humane control programs for animals, because public
officals can be persuaded.
''The agencies that bit the bullet
years ago and began these innovative programs are now benefiting from fewer animals in the
community.
"The bottom line is that hundreds
of thousands, even millions, of
animals were not born to useless
lives of suffering."

HSUS Director Jacques Sichel Dies

.... '*'

._,

Better enforcement of animal control
laws cuts down on the number of stray
animals found on the streets and in the
shelters.
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The American humane movement
lost one of its veteran leaders on
December 5, 1980 with the sudden
death of Jacques V. Sichel of Union,
New Jersey. Mr. Sichel, who was 71
years old, had served continuously
on the HSUS Board of Directors
since his election in 1961. He was a
member of the Program and Policy
Committee, which considers policy
issues and makes recommendations
to the Board.
Mr. Sichel had attended a meeting
of that committee on December 4
and was to meet with the Executive
Committee on the day he died. Both
meetings were held in the Society's
offices in Washington, DC.
Although hospitalized earlier this
year because of a heart attack, Mr.
Sichel seemed to have recovered
completely. His death, coming at a
time when he was still so devotedly
active in animal protection work,
was totally unexpected.
A large part of his life was committed to the humane cause and environmental concerns. He held key
positions with The HSUS, serving
without compensation as chairman
of the Committee on Branches and
Affiliates (later renamed the Regional Committee) and sometimes as
chairman of the Nominating Committee.
Mr. and Mrs. Sichel joined The
Humane Society of the United
States in its formative years. He

was subsequently elected president
of its New Jersey Branch in March
1960. Under his leadership, the
Branch achieved an admirable record of accomplishment and conducted some of the most sustained
and imaginative anti-cruelty campaigns in the nation.
He once wrote that " ... the humane
morality must be applied without
deviation, without deviousness,
without evasion, in all our work. It
must be brought to the defense of
laboratory animals, the scarred animals used in rodeos, the calf going
to the slaughter, the muskrat trapped for its fur, the coyote cruelly
poisoned, the unwanted dog, the
homeless cat... none of these creatures in trouble can be excepted
from our moral code without destroying, utterly and instantly, all
pretense of morality."
His special interest in humane
education was evident when, as
HSUS New Jersey Branch President, he brought together in conference at Newark State College
educators and representatives of the
humane movement. It was a meeting of which he was proud. A first of
its kind, humane spokespersons advanced the thesis that there is a
need and opportunity in schools for
humane education, not for mere admonition to "be kind to animals"
but for education in ethical qualities
and for encouragement, at profound
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psychological levels, of a capacity
for empathy.
Mr. Sichel's great interest in
humane slaughter also was demonstrated as he fought for supplementary state legislation after enactment of the 1958 Federal Humane
Slaughter Act. When the Council for
Livestock Protection was formed he
became treasurer and a director with
that organization working tirelessly
for development of a humane restraining device for the ritual
slaughter of animals.
Mr. Sichel was an account executive in the New York brokerage
firm of Hamershlag, Kempner &
Marks. He served on the Executive
Committee of the Northeast New
Jersey Water Quality Management
Planning Board and was a member
of many national and local environmental organizations. He is
survived by his wife, Miriam Fitzgerald, and two sisters, Mrs. Helen
Kent of Ottawa, Canada and Mrs.
Lillie Sternberg of Larchmont, New
York.
HSUS President John Hoyt in announcing Mr. Sichel's death said,
"While the humane movement, especially HSUS, has lost a remarkable fighter against cruelty-one
who fought with great intelligence
and unshakable moral principle-we
believe the cause of animal welfare
and the objectives of our Society
will continue to be aided by the
legacy of achievement, experience
and counsel bequeathed to us by
Jacques Sichel.''
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Animals ••• it's their

~orld

too!

Our 1980 Annual Conference in San Francisco drew a large number
of lets-get-down-to-work humanitarians-packing workshop rooms
and generating the excitement of new ideas combined with renewed
energy. We can only touch a few of the highlights in these pages-a
memory book for those who attended, and for those that didn't make
it, we hope it is an enticement to join us next year in St. Louis for the
1981 Conference.

! The main speakers at the conference were (from the left) Dr. Steven Kellert of Yale University,' who gave the results of his
study of American's attitudes toward animals; Dr. Michael Fox, director of ISAP, who gave the keynote speech on the place of
humaneness in the world today; Dr. Thomas Regan of North Carolina State University and Dr. Amy Freeman Lee, artist and a
member of HSUS' board, who shared the podium to discuss the philosophy of humaneness.
..,.. NAAHE's joint conference
with the Western Humane Educators Association was held in
San Francisco the day before
HSUS' Conference. It featured
displays of educational materials and a chance to share new
ideas with other humane educa·
tors.

Certificates of appreciation were given
to three members of the Lou Grant staff
for their work on a segment on dogfighting. Producer Seth Freeman and Robert
Walden, who plays "Rossi" on the show,
are shown below accepting the framed
certificates from HSUS President John
Hoyt. To the right is Jack Bannon,
"Donovan" on the show, who accepted
the certificate for Lou Grant star Ed As·
ner, who was unable to attend the Con·
ference banquet.· .,..

..,.. Also held the day before the
conference was ISAP's sympo·
sium on nonhuman primates in
biomedical programs. Experts
discussed scientific and philosophical issues in breeding, hus·
bandry and experimental use of
these animals.

new Callings album (based on the
mythic journey of a seal like the one
shown here with Winter) was featured at
two benefit performances given by the
Consort for HSUS in San Francisco's
Grace Cathedral. The beautiful music in
such a magnificent setting was a special
experience for the standing-room-only
crowd.

HEAR FOR YOURSELF
Cassette tapes of some of the
speeches from the 1980 Annual
conference are available for
$5.00 each.
The Fox/Hoyt tape includes:
Side 1, Dr. Michael Fox, Humaneness-It's Place in the
World Today. Side 2, John
Hoyt, Animals, It's Their
World Too!

! A special visitor to the conference
was Super Dog, a representative of the
Oregon Humane Society's humane education program. At the other end of the
leash is Phyllis Wright.

The Regan/Lee tape includes:
Side 1, Dr. Thomas Regan, The
Language of Animal Rights.
Side 2, Dr. Amy Freeman Lee,
The Language of Animal
Rights.

To give conferees insight into the way
cruelty cases should be handled in the
courtroom, HSUS staff organized a
mock trial of an accused dogfighter
which elicited a "guilty" verdict from
the jury, which was drawn from the audience. The proceedings were videotaped by a San Francisco television sta·
tion . .,..
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! Music from the Paul Winter Consort's

Specify which tape(s) you want
to receive, and mail a check or
money order along with your
name and address to HSUS,
2100 L St., NW, Washington,
D.C. 20037.
The Humane Society News • Winter 1981
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1980 Joseph Wood Krutch Medalist
Margaret Wentworth Owings was awarded the 1980 Joseph Wood
Krutch Medal in recognition of her long and productive fight
to save the California sea otter, and her efforts in behalf
of other vanishing wildlife on the west coast. In her response
to the award, Mrs. Owings spoke of the thread that weaves all
life together.

(OrT)rTJOn

<Joals
HSUS and the RSPCA
Share Ideas on Animal Welfare

Mrs. Owings steps to the podium to receive the Krutch Medal from HSUS
board chairman Coleman Burke.

Excerpts from Margaret Owings's Response
to the Award:

In accepting the Joseph Wood Krutch Medal,
with its meaning, I do so with a deep appreciation!
But I cannot accept it for myself alone. Indeed, I
represent many people. People who carry an inner
sense of personal responsibility, trying to weave a
life line, a sustaining pattern for survival for our remaining wildlife.
The smallest sea mammal was once thought to
have become extinct. But apparently, small isolated
rafts of otters remained hidden along the shores of
Alaska and California. To these we are grateful, for
they are the forebears of our present sea otter
population!
But because the otter competes with the market
hunters for abalone and the clammers for recreational pleasures, his return was not greeted with
great pleasure. There wasn't room for him along the
coast, in the minds of many. The Friends of the Sea
Otter was a spontaneous response to the otter's
troubles!
A group of citizens grew in number from 100 to
4,200 and for twelve years they have worked to keep
alive a continuing surveillance and protection for
the otter and its marine habitat.

But alas, along California's oil-rich shores, the otter can fall victim to oil-spills. For, an oiled otter is a
doomed otter! Although present plans for leasing
off-shore oil-drilling tracts embrace the sea otter's
range, we will lean upon the Endangered Species
Act-to ask for deletion of the critical area in the
Santa Maria Basin.
One stops to ponder on man's perpetual seeking
for more ways to destroy the world! (The world
which has given him health and happiness.)
Destroying the homes and food of wildlife-and, in
the end, destroying himself!
But this summer a bright strand was added to our
fabric! The Army Corps of Engineers refused to
grant a permit to construct mooring facilities for
super tankers in Monterey Bay, on the grounds that
it would jeopardize the vulnerable sea otter population.
Thus, in speaking up for the sea otter's jeopardy,
Monterey Bay residents also helped to preserve the
quality of their own environment!
The inner sense of responsibility. How does it
begin? Laurens Van der Post wrote a line I have
long treasured. It reads: The tiny seed of the small
change in the troubled individual heart can grow,
and take action, and the rest will follow.
Isn't this where the initiative begins?

MEET ME IN ST. LOUIS
October 14-16
The center of activities for HSUS' 1981
Conference is the Chase Park Plaza Hotel in St.
Louis, Missouri. In addition to a full program
of workshops and special speakers, there will
be time to explore the Gateway City, from the
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impressive steel arch and the Laclede's Landing shopping area to riverboat restaurants on
the mighty Mississippi. Look for more information in upcoming issues of The News, but
mark your calendar now for October 14-16 and
plan to attend our 1981 Annual Conference.
The Humane Society News • Winter 1981

What happens when a 26 year old
American upstart meets its venerable 156 year old English cousin?
One might expect the usual dose of
politeness and reserve on both sides,
laced with a bit of mutual affectionate tolerance for the differences
in attitude and priorities that mark
the great generational divide. Such
was the scenario envisioned for the
first formal meeting of The Humane
Society of the United States and the
Royal Society for the Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals this past September in Horsham, England. But
visions can be wrong, and sometimes even the greatest expectations
are exceeded by the actual experience. A good part of the threeday symposium, in which staff members of both societies exchanged information about the inner workings
of their respective departments, consisted of murmurs of pleased surprise and extemporaneous speeches
about the high degree of similarity
between the policies, programs and
aims of these two major national
animal welfare organizations.
John Hoyt and RSPCA Executive
Director Julian Hopkins conceived
the idea of this symposium on two
levels: to strengthen animal welfare
as a global cause and to cement relations between The HSUS and the
RSPCA. The challenge for the two
societies was and is to move from
simply sharing a philosophy to
cooperating in international efforts
for animal welfare and enhancing
each other's effectiveness through
the communication of new ideas and
perspectives. What better way to do
this than to meet, talk and gather
firsthand knowledge of the opera-
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HSUS and RSPCA staff members
gather on the stairs behind leaders John
Hoyt and Julian Hopkins for a photo to
commemorate this historic meeting-ofthe-minds.

tions (and the personalities behind
them) of these two organizations,
each unique in character and style
and both committed to a common
goal.
The character of the RSPCA has
been shaped largely by its structure,
which is significantly different from
that of The HSUS. In addition to
the headquarters in Horsham, the
RSPCA maintains 211 semi-professional and 3000 volunteer auxiliary
branches. This core of volunteers, as
distinct from the RSPCA's 700 paid
staff, engages in a wide variety of efforts to aid animals, ranging from
rescuing oiled sea birds to "homing"
(placing for adoption) puppies and
kittens from the many RSPCA-affiliated shelters throughout the
u:K. The RSPCA also has a uniformed inspectorate, a sort of police
force for animal protection. The in-
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spectorate gives high public visibility to the RSPCA and continues to
inspire community support not only
for itself but for the entire organization.
As for its style, if its administrators, department heads and program
specialists are any indication, the
RSPCA is both businesslike and
relaxed, proud of its traditions and
ironically self-deprecating about the
weight of those traditions, and enthusiastic about its commitment to
expand the role of this familiar and
respected institution from helping
to alleviate cruelty to animals to
fighting subtler forms of large-scale
exploitation.
The differences in historical development, structure, age and national priorities of The HSUS and
the RSPCA, though considerable in
their impact on past accomplishments of each society, seem to be
shrinking in importance, perhaps
because the problems of exploited
animals are urgent and universal. In
many ways, the comparative youth
of The HSUS has contributed directly to its present level of sophistication in dealing with issues such as
factory farming, animal experimentation, and the treatment of captive
wild animals. The last few years
have seen major shifts in the way
people think about animals, and The
HSUS, which began small and is
now becoming increasingly more
professional and centralized, has
been able not only to respond to
these shifts but to take the lead in
turning attention to problems beyond the traditional scope of animal
welfare organizations. Thus the
youngster has something to teach
its elders as well as a lot to learn
from them.
In his closing remarks at the
meeting, President Hoyt spoke of a
dream he had when he first joined
The HSUS iri 1970. He hoped for the
day when the fledgling HSUS would
have a reputation on a par with that
of the well-known, well-established
RSPCA. The fact that the first
HSUS/RSPCA symposium turned
out to be a meeting of equals with
much to share and learn from each
other is the fulfillment of this hope
and an encouraging sign that people
with very different local and national concerns can unite in a cause
which affects the quality of life for
humans as well as for other animals
all over the world.
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Preserve animals are accustomed to the
presence of humans. They are often
conditioned to accept handouts from
humans and may unsuspectingly
walk up to hunters, thinking they
are about to be offered food.
under their wings, leaving them dizzy and disoriented. Some preserve
operators go so far as to tether
target animals or to allow hunters to
shoot animals confined in cages. One
preserve hunter, after having killed
a 300-pound boar, walked away muttering, "It's almost like shooting
them in a zoo." The hunter's statement was unwittingly accurate since
some of the big game animals hunted on preserves were acquired from
zoological parks and many more are
descendants of zoo stock.

Media Exposes the Game
The visual evidence from preserve
hunts has been damning. Whenever
the news media has penetrated into
the realm of the shooting preserve
their cameras have recorded scenes
of bloodletting which ridicule the
contention that such hunting should
be called a "sport." In November,
1970, CBS Evening News telecast
film footage of a hunt at Safari
Island, located off the coast of
Washington. An elderly hunter, perched atop a hill, repeatedly fired
down at a mouflon ram. The animal,
with no opportunity to escape, lay
wounded for several minutes before
its life was finally extinguished.
In September, 1975, CBS broadcasted The Guns of Autumn, a
documentary on hunting containing
a dramatic expose of contemporary
hunting practices. The program included vivid scenes from a deer hunt
at Louie's Big Game Hunt Club and
Shooting Preserve located near
Detroit, Michigan. One fallow deer
was shot seven times with a rifle and
a handgun and still was not dead
when the camera crew ceased filming.
In January, 1973, reporter Charles
Brady, on assignment for United
Press International's television
news department, visited a preserve
at Crestview, Florida. Brady watched as a client was driven within 50
feet of his quarry, a buck sika deer.
The hunter, sitting in a jeep, missed
a broadside shot at the animal. The
deer ran about 20 yards, turned and
began walking at an angle toward
14

the jeep. In a UPI wire service story
Brady recounted the events of the
next several minutes as the preserve
operator maneuvered the jeep into
position for a second shot by his
client.
"Ward moved the jeep again so it
was parallel with the deer, and the
hunter fired again. This time he hit
the buck in the spine. The deer fell
and started crawling away. Ward
got out of the jeep, took his own rifle
and shot the deer in the neck. But
the deer wouldn't die and was still
panting and kicking. Ward took out
his knife and slit the animal's belly
open. Then Ward cut out the deer's
heart and held it while it was still
beating."
The next day, it was the hunter's
son who took a turn at preserve hunting, "Ward drove straight to one of
the several automatic feeders scattered around the ranch and found
the buck he was seeking, calmly
eating corn from the ground. Ward
drove the jeep to within 12 paces of
the deer and stopped. The kid rolled
down the window, stuck his rifle m t
and killed the deer with one shot.''
Preserve animals are accustomed
to the presence of humans. They are
often conditioned to accept handouts from humans and may unsuspectingly walk up to hunters,
thinking they are about to be offered
food. There are, however, other more
subtle ways of luring preserve
animals before the gunsights of
hunters. Reporter Warren Olney of
KNXT in Los Angeles offered insight into the perverse nature of
preserve hunting on a segment of
the CBS Evening News:
American hunters have been working out the easy way to do things
since the Indians learned to drive
buffaloes off cliffs. But the
Meadowview Wild Life Preserve, a
private establishment not to be confused with a real wildlife preserve,
has carried the principle to extreme.
Here, near Marysville, 13-week-old
ducklings are being trained to live
out their lives betw~im an artificial
pond and a chicken wire pen. In the
morning, the ducks are released
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from the pen. They can't fly yet, so
they walk, down a fenced path to the
pond. At 5:00p.m., a horn is sounded, the fence around the pen is opened, and the ducks waddle eagerly
back to the pen for supper. For the
Meadowview Wild Life Preserve
this easily manipulated, instinctive
behavior is a potential gold mine.
The idea is to sell gun club
memberships at $1,000 apiece. When
the ducks learn to fly the 900 feet
from the pen to the pond, hunters
will be waiting along the way. Each
club member is guaranteed 100
ducks for his thousand dollars over a
three-month period. If he doesn't
shoot that many, the club will kill
the balance, and send them along
anyway, all cleaned and dressed.... If
it works, they'll build bigger and
better clubs for pheasants, partridge
and quail. In the meantime, the
ducks will be marching up the ramp
to the tower and winging off one by
one toward the pond, with the
Meadowview Wild Life Preserve
guaranteeing that they'll never
make it.
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The preserve is only one
manifestation of the "shooting
gallery" approach to hunting. In the
weeks prior to the opening of the annual hunting season on game birds,
state fish and game departments
stock the woods with birds which
were reared on game farms. Pennsylvania, for example, raises nearly
a quarter million pheasants each
year, at a cost of $1,820,000, to
satisfy license-buying hunters. In
fact, one-tenth of the annual budget
of the Pennsylvania Game Commission is spent on game propagation
farms. Turkey, ducks and quail are
also raised in captivity by wildlife
management agencies with the intention of improving the hunting experience for their license-buying constituents. In many instances, the
hunting of these animals is an insult
to the concept of sportsmanship.
When raised in captivity birds may
imprint upon (or learn to identify
with) humans and never learn to fear
people.
In Pennsylvania, a recent motion
to abolish its $250,000 a year turkey
farm was rejected by the Game
Commission, largely as a result of
the lobbying efforts of the
200,000-member state Federation of
Sportsmen's Clubs. The Washington Post reported that, as a result of
this predicament in Pennsylvania,
"This fall as usual 6,000 or 7,000 or
8,000 dumb and helpless lumps of
flesh will be planted in the forests as
'gun fodder,' in the words of one
game commission official.''

Clubs and Contests
As reported in the Wall Street
Journal, private gun clubs conduct
pigeon shoots in which live birds are
substituted for the clay pigeons of
skeet shooting. There are hunt clubs
which ride to the hounds in pursuit
of foxes and hares released at the
start of their hunts.
An even more sordid spectacle is
associated with raccoon hunters
who conduct competitive hunts and
bench shows. These contests are suf-

ficiently popular to merit publication of several monthly magazines
which are devoted to "coon
hunting." At contests, live raccoons
serve as bait for hunting dogs and
sometimes may be forced into mortal combat.
In July, 1979, outdoor writer
Angus Phillips of the Washington
Post attended a meet for hunting
dogs. According to Phillips, ''There
were three events: a bench show, in
which dogs were judged on looks
and conformation, plus a treeing
contest and a water race. There was
something pathetic about the latter

money for humanitarian endeavors.
The turkeys, with their heads protruding from the tops of wooden
crates, were bloodied and blinded by
splinters dislodged by errant gun
shots as hunters competed to fire at
the birds' heads.
Even the federal government has
entered the business of conducting
hunts of captive animals. Syndicated columnist Jack Anderson
reported, "The military brass and
their civilian counterparts have
made deer hunting easy. They hold
their hunts on the top-secret Army
base near Woodbridge, Va., where
the deer are penned up in the base's
heavily guarded preserve. Indeed,
the deer have become as tame as the
cattle which graze on nearby farms.
If the deer are reluctant to participate in ·the hunt, G I' s merely run
them through the woods toward the
hunters, who pick them off like carp
in a barrel. "

Short-stopping and Baiting
two, in which a single caged raccoon
was dangled before the canine, and
dogs were judged on their ability to
yap at it and chase after it.
"The cage was hoisted to the top
of a scraggly pine for the treeing
contest, and dog owners released
their hounds one by one into a roped
circle. The winner was the dog that
barked the most times in 30 seconds, which doesn't seem to prove
much.
"Then the caged coon was transported to a pond for the water race,
where it was suspended by a steel
cable in front of a cage crowded with
four dogs. When the cage opened the
coon was hauled along the cable
clothesline-style across the pond,
dogs in hot pursuit. First dog across
took a prize. One dog got too close
and left a bloody streak across the
raccoon's snout."
Ironically, animals are sometimes
gunned down in the name of charity.
A Philadelphia police association
and a Kiwanis Club in Wisconsin
have used live turkeys as targets in
turkey shoots conducted to raise
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Not all objectionable forms of
hunting involve semi-tame animals
or wildlife which is held in captivity.
Wildlife managers and hunters can
also manipulate the behavior of wild
creatures so as to lure them into the
gunsights of so-called sportsmen.
Waterfowl, among the most sought
after species of game, are particularly susceptible to such behavior
modification. Ducks and geese can
be attracted to a selected location by
constructing artificial ponds and
planting grain crops. In the northern portion of the United States
this technique is often used to interrupt the southward migration of
waterfowl iii the fall. Wildlife
managers call the deliberate attraction of migrating game birds "shortstopping.''
In the fall, huge concentrations of
ducks and geese can be observed on
many state and federal wildlife
refuges. These refuges have become
a utopia for the hunters who camp
on the surrounding lands waiting for
birds to fly into their lines of fire.
The Horicon National Wildlife
Refuge in southern Wisconsin has
15

This fall as usual 6,000 or 7,000
or 8,000 dumb and helpless
lumps of flesh will be planted
in the forests as 'gunfodder,'
in the words of one game
commission official.
become as much a gathering place
for hunters as it is for Canadian
geese. During a recent 18-day period
hunters felled 16,000 geese as the
birds flew across the refuge boundary. At the Sand Lake National
Wildlife Refuge in South Dakota
hunters succeeded in killing 50,000
waterfowl during a single hunting
season. Interestingly, an illustration
of a flying goose is featured on the
signs which the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service posts to designate
the boundaries of National Wildlife
Refuges.

The curious forms of hunting practiced by man are limited only by his
imagination. A popular technique
for hunting bear is to establish a
bait station to attract the animal. In
Cooper Harbor, Michigan this
technique has been refined. On the
opening day of the bear hunting
season hunters congregate at the
town garbage dump where the bears
regularly feed. The bears, accustomed to the presence of men, are easy
targets for the nimrods who stand in
their midst. This technique of
"stalking" quarry is an accepted

way to hunt bear; however, game
laws prohibit the use of bait to attract ducks to hunting blinds. Yet,
such game laws have not been a
deterrent to many hunters who are
determined to fill their quotas. The
illegal baiting of waterfowl remains
among the most common violations
of hunting regulations.

Preserve Hunting Defended
Pay-for-slaughter shooting
preserves and other curious forms of
sport hunting have advocates. Not
surprisingly, their ranks include

And one by one, driven to
exhaustion, trapped by
fence and bewilderment,
under an immaculate
sky the creatures died.
They died not in mercy, not
in the majesty which
was their due, but as the
least of life, accursed of
nature. They died in the
dust of insult and the
spittle of lead.
Glendon Swarthout
Bless the Beasts and
the Children
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some of the harshest critics of the
humane viewpoint, such as the National Rifle Association. Sports Illustrated has published an article in
defense of preserve hunts of big
game. Field & Stream Magazine,
which regularly editorializes on the
virtues of sport hunting, is another
hunter's institution which sees no
wrong in shooting preserves.
Shooting preserves which stock
game birds are defended principally
on the basis that birds which esc-:ape
from hunters help to repopulate the
wild. This theory is also used by
wildlife managers to justify stocking public land with game birds just
prior to the opening of the hunting
season. It is ironic that on one hand
hunting advocates contend that
sport hunting is a necessary management technique for reducing excessive populations of wildlife, yet,
on the other hand, they also argue
that it is necessary to augment
natural populations of game animals
with captive-raised wildlife because
there are too few animals to hunt.
In fact, were a significant decline
to occur in the number of game
animals, populations should be
rebuilt by reducing game quotas or
closing hunting seasons. Moreover,
restocking wildlife populations with
captive-reared animals is of questionable value from a biological
viewpoint. Many captive-raised
birds are not weather conditioned
and die with the first frost or succumb later during the winter as
temperatures decline.
Birds raised in captivity, in the
absence of the usual natural selection process, may be genetically inferior to their wild counterparts. By
interbreeding with wild birds these
animals may cause a physical
deterioration in the natural population. Also, according to an official of
the National Wildlife Disease
Laboratory, birds which are raised
in captivity may be carriers of
diseases which they transmit to wild
populations with disastrous effects.
Preserve hunts of big game animals are defended on the premise
that such activity reduces hunting

pressure upon natural populations
of these game species. But this
theory is questionable. It is not
simply that the lives of rare animals
are being extinguished on shooting
preserves; the high fees charged by
preserve operators for hunts of
unusual animals promote the idea
that the rarer the animal the greater
the hunter's glory.

Within their own ranks, hunters
admit that the steady erosion of
wildlife habitat from human
development in combination with
the overhunting of some species is
substantially diminishing hunting
opportunities. Shooting preserves
provide an alternative form of
recreation for the gun toting sportsman. With the growing shortage of
good places to hunt, preserves are
being promoted as the wave of the
future. Hunters attempt to exalt
and dignify preserve hunting by
arguing that hunting on wellmanaged facilities nearly duplicates
the hunting experience in the wild.

The Humane Society News • Winter 1981

Yet such hunts are neither
biologically nor ethically defensible.

Sport or Slaughter?
The popularity of these forms of
hunting suggests there is a cult of
hunters which believes the hide of a
pheasant or rack of antlers from a
deer are the whole object of the
hunt, irrespective of the way in
which the trophy was obtained. Too
many hunters are motivated by the
desire to kill something just for the
sake of killing it. Many hunters cannot resist the temptation to pursue
their quarry where the animals are
nearly tame and the hunting is easy.
Hunters participating in
"shooting gallery" hunts represent
every economic and social class of
American society. The types of
hunting discussed are practiced to
one degree or another by millions of
hunters. A 1970 survey by the U.S.
Department of the Interior showed
that the several hundred thousand
hunters who frequented commercial
shooting preserves that year spent
in excess of $17 million pursuing
game animals within the confines of
the facilities. Today, perhaps in excess of $100 million is spent on these
diverse and questionable forms of
hunting.
Today's peculiar forms of hunting
do not represent humanitarian progress nor can they be defended as
biologically essential to the management of wildlife populations. The
hypocrisy of this argument is exposed on the grounds of the shooting
preserve.
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' ' In Response to
~oday's Story''
E

very day at HSUS we
get many letters from
members which include
clippings from local newspapers
that are either praiseworthy or miss
the mark. Often we are asked to
"please respond" to the story. While
we are constantly dealing with the
press through staff interviews, news
releases, letters to the editor, or
working with reporters to develop
features or documentaries about animals, we do not have nearly enough
staff to write a response to every
newspaper story brought to our attention. Furthermore, the thoughts
and opinions of their own readers
may be more important to newspaper editors than the response of anational organization whose positions
are often well known.
So we hope you will feel moved to
write a letter to the editor or comment about a television or radio
show yourself when you run across
something about animals that
should not be ignored. If you're uncertain how to proceed, here are
some tips on getting your views
across:
Writing letters to the editor
v Be brief and to the point. Newspapers have limited space for their
letters to the editor column. You'll
have a better chance of your letter
being printed if it's succinct and the
main point is in the first paragraph.
v Dot_ t waste your space by restating the comments which
prompted your letter. A brief line referring to the original story is
enough. Save the rest of the space
for your own point of view!
v Be prompt in writing. Commenting on an article which appeared
18

three weeks ago is a way of ensuring
that your letter will wind up in the
wastebasket and not on the editorial
page. Write your letter while your
thoughts are still fresh and
newspaper readers will be able to
recall the original article.
v Don't abuse the letters to the
editor opportunity. Choose the articles you respond to with care. If you
flood the editorial office with letters
on every article that appears, the
editor is likely to take you for granted and ignore the one letter which
really says it all. Write when you're
moved to state your views, but select your target with care.
v Choose your words with care,
also. A letter which is strident or
rude will overshadow your message.
Be firm in what you have to say but
make sure the tone of the letter is
neither demanding nor threatening.
Be humane.
v If you decide to initiate a letterwriting campaign, keep in mind that
a well-worded letter from a community leader will give you considerable clout. And if you encourage your friends to write, make sure
their letters are not carbon copies of
yours. Share the facts with your
friends, but have them write their
own letters.
v Sign your letters. Anonymous
letters don't make their way into the
newspaper. If you prefer that your
name doesn't appear in print, contact your local paper before writing
a letter to see what their policies are
on this issue.
Dealing with radio and TV
If you see or hear a program to
which you wish to respond, feel free
to write the station a letter. If the
program is locally produced (as op-

posed to network-produced or syndicated) address it to the Public Affairs Director of that station. We
suggest you call the station to find
out the name of the person who
should receive the letter.
Letter-writing campaigns may
have a positive impact on television
or radio stations. They have a legal
responsibility to serve their communities and must be sensitive to the
local viewing and listening audiences.
There may be other ways to talk
back to your radio or TV. For example, if you see or hear an editorial
which does not reflect your point of
view, contact the station to see if
you are eligible to tape a reply to it.
As you may know, once a stationeditorial appears, there's usually a
statement at the end of it indicating
"responsible replies are welcome."
When you call, ask for the opportunity to tape a reply to the editorial
and give the subject matter and date
and time it was aired to identify it.

Y:

u need not wait for
he chance to reply to
n editorial. In fact, you
can sometimes initiate one. If your
issue is a particularly timely one, it
may be worth station editorial time.
Check with the editorial director of
the station (many TV and radio stations have them) 4> see if he or she is
interested in raising the issue on the
air. Be prepared to send the station
some material tha,t explains the issue. Make sure the material is
thorough but to the point. Attempts
to initiate coverage of an issue are
usually more successful if you represent an organization, such as a local
humane society or club or community action group.
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Other opportunities to air your
views present themselves through
local talk shows, special segments of
news programs, and even documentaries (though air time and production money make this the least likely
opportunity for you). It pays to get
to know local news directors and
talk show hosts in your community.
And it practically goes without saying that it pays to keep them up-todate on issues of community importance.
All-news radio stations are often
very responsive to outside group issues since they must fill considerable air time. Cable television with
its 24-hour programming is another

These reprinted articles from
past issues of The HSUS News
are useful for answering
questions about animal issues
or introducing friends to animal
welfare concerns. All are
priced at only 25' each.

outlet ripe for animal welfare issues.
Since opportunities will vary from
community to community, it's best
to check with your local stations
directly.

I

f you wish to praise or
criticize a network program, you can write the
network itself, the producer, the
sponsor, or all three. The address of
the sponsor can be found at the library (ask the librarian in the reference section) or you may find it written on the product itself if it's sold in
a store near you. You can write the
producer in care of the network.

Here are some helpful addresses:
Audience Services
CBS
51 West 52nd Street
New York, NY 10019
Audience Requests
ABC
1330 Avenue of the Americas
New York, NY 10019
Audience Services
NBC
30 Rockefeller Plaza
New York, NY 10020.
Be sure to indicate whether your
comments concern a TV or radio
show and include the date, time, and
name of the program in your letter.
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On a separate sheet of paper list the code number and number
of copies for each article you wish to order. Figure the total cost at
25' per copy, and include a check or money order in that
amount payable to The HSUS. Be sure to write your name and
address on your order. Large orders cannot be delivered to
P.O. boxes, so give your street address.
Mail your order to:
HSUS, 2100 L St., N.W., Washington, DC 20037.
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States keeps 70% of the pelts, which
it sells under an exclusive contract
to the Fouke Fur Company of North
Carolina for processing.
The treaty allowing this hunt~ called the Convention on the Conservation of North Pacific Fur Seals, was
up for renegotiation in 1980. In anti-

There are nine rookeries on St. Paul
Island, all located in rocky areas,
which the seals prefer over the sandy
beaches that are also present. Seals
have been using these areas so long
most of the rocks have been worn
smooth by generations of seals climbing and resting on them.
Men called "pod cutters" use noisemakers to cut the bachelor seals from the rest of the herd and drive them up the rocky
coastline onto the grassy, flat tundra. The length of the drives varies from 390 to 2960 feet.

TheAmerican Seal Hunt
Enraged for years by the brutal
slaughter of the harp seal pups off
the Newfoundland coast in Canada,
Americans are now taking a harder
look at the United States' own participation in the slaughter of fur seals
on its Pribilof Islands.
The Humane Society of the United States first sent a representative
to observe this hunt in 1968. Even
before then our publications protested the inhumaneness of this yearly
slaughter.
Because the hunt is performed under a four-way treaty between the
United States, Canada, Japan, and
the U.S.S.R., ending it is complicated by the unpredictability of the
other nations' reactions. The treaty
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was negotiated in the first place as
an attempt to save the Northern fur
seal from the cruelty and population-ravaging effects of pelagic
(open sea) hunting. Because of the
distribution of seals at sea, pelagic
sealers were taking mostly females,
many of whom were pregnant, creating a rapid depletion of the population. Pelagic sealing also resulted in
many seals being wounded, rather
than killed, because of the difficulty
of aiming at a moving target at sea.
It was thought that by killing the
seals under controlled conditions on
the Pribilof Islands where they come
to breed, taking only bachelor
males, and adhering to set quotas, a
stable population could be maintain-

ed. (Despite these noble aims, there
have been times when the taking of
females was allowed, until the fur
processors found the pelts to be of
lesser quality than the males. Then
the taking of females was, once
again, banned.)
By the terms of the treaty the actual killing is done by native Aleuts,
paid by the U.S. government. This
furnishes them with seasonal employment, the income from which is
said to be vital to their survival on
these rugged, out-of-the-way islands. Canada and Japan each receive 15% of the pelts "harvested,"
while the U.S.S.R. is allowed to conduct its own hunt on the Commander and Robben Islands. The United
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Only seals under 49 inches can be
taken. The stunners decide which seals
to take, then must hit those without
injuring the others.
It has been suggested that the U.S.
begin taking fewer than their allotted
number of pelts as a gesture to
other nations toward conservation
and a changing attitude toward
the issue.

photographs by Frantz Dantzler
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cipation of this renegotiation, a bill
was introduced in Congress to cancel the treaty. Though HSUS and
many other animal welfare groups
supported this cancellation, Congress did not act on the bill and the
treaty will continue in substantially
the same form as in the past.
If the United States had abruptly
cancelled the hunt by refusing to renegotiate a treaty, it is possible that
Japan, Canada, and the U.S.S.R. would
have returned to hunting the seals
at sea. Nevertheless, the idea of our
country, or any" country, sponsoring
the slaughter of tens of thousands of
animals in order to turn their skins
into luxury fur garments is abhorrent to HSUS and to most Americans.
Therefore, HSUS will work to get
the United States to forego its 70.%
of the harvest, which it could do
without violating the treaty. This
alone would save many of the seals.
Further, we will ask Congress for a
program to make provision for a new
economic base for the native Aleuts
so that they need not depend on government pay for killing seals to live.
Having taken this action, our next
aim will be to convince the other
countries in the treaty to cease their
exploitation of these seals by agreeing to forego their own percentages
of the pelts and agreeing not to resume pelagic sealing.
Again this year, HSUS sent its
own observer to the Pribilofs to collect up-to-date information on the
conduct of the hunt. Frantz Dantzler, director of the Field Service and
Investigation Department, spent a
week on St. Paul Island in July accompanying the sealers from rookery to rookery. The photographs on
these pages are from his in-depth
report which concluded that in spite
of the improved procedures for the
actual killing of the seals the more
basic question remains: Why must
seals be killed at all?
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Federal Horse
Racing Bill Spurs
State Action
Last May, "The Corrupt Practices
in Horse Racing Act of 1980" was
introduced in the U.S. Congress.
The .bill, which was not acted on in
1980, addressed the serious problem
of the misuse of drugs, both legal
and illegal, at the nation's racetracks.
Reaction to the prospect of federal
legislation from the racing industry
was swift. Since May, eighteen
states have either adopted or taken
steps to adopt rules banning or
restricting the use of drugs at the
track. Most followed guidelines
issued last April by the National
Association of State Racing Commissioners, which prohibit the use of
phenylbutazone (bute) and furosemide (Lasix), two drugs which had
been permitted-and frequently
abused-in many states.
Despite adoption of the guidelines, however, it is evident that
drugging persists. Part of the reason
it continues, according to HSUS in-

vestigator Marc Paulhus, is that the
guidelines lack provisions to improve laboratory detection methods.
Another problem is that penalties
imposed on those who are caught
violating the rules are not severe
enough to act as a deterrent. Some
states, according to Paulhus, have
adopted new drug rules _,;mply to
demonstrate that they are taking
some type of action, in hopes of
heading off congressional interference.
For instance, in November, Kentucky adopted what appeared to be
one of the strictest no-drug rules in
the nation. Yet racing commissioner
Arthur Hancock was quoted in a
newspaper saying ''I'm personally
not against medication, but for the
time being I think we should ban it
so that our people can go to Washington and tell Congress that racing
is cleaning up its act and to lay off.
Then, if we want to bring back medication later, we can."
It is clear that racing is not
"cleaning up its act." When officials
at Keystone Racetrack in Philadelphia announced one Saturday last
September that they were about to
begin testing for Banamine, a painkiller four times more potent than

bute, nearly one quarter of the day's
entries scratched. It was reported
that every veterinarian at the track
later admitted to having administered the illegal drug that day.
In November, the Governor's
Organized Crime Prevention Commission in New Mexico issued a
report on investigations conducted
at that state's two racetracks. The
findings were nothing short of
shocking. Investigators personally
observed ten incidents of race day
druggings, and several others were
reliably reported. According to the
report, "An intense effort, involving
collusion between veterinarians,
owners, and trainers, exists for purposes of successfully using drugs
which will not be detected in testing
procedures.''
There is no doubt anymore that
the states cannot control the abuse
of drugs at the racetracks. Despite
state efforts, well meaning or not,
federal regulation is still a necessity,
according to Paulhus. The corrupt
horseracing practices act is expected
to be reintroduced in the new congress in January. It needs strong
support to become law. Without it,
the prospects for both the horses
and the spectating public seem dim.

ONE WAY
TO HEI.P ANIMALS
The ultimate joy of life, after all, is most permanentjy expressed in relationship. A most meaningful and lasting relationship with animal welfare
can be expressed through The HSUS Deferred
Giving Program. You can provide assets for The
Humane Society, receive continuing income,
realize substantial tax benefits, and also realize
your goal- help for animals.
In return for a capital investment through our
Pooled Income Fund or Annuity Plan, The
HSUS will contract to pay you a life income,
and the remainder of your gift will then be used
for the direct benefit of animals through our programs. For more information (and a fact filled
brochure) write in confidence to:
"I expect to pass through this world but once ...
any kindness that I can show to any fellow
creature, let me do It now ... for I shall not pass
this way again."
- Etienne De Grellet
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Paul Irwin, Vice-President/Treasurer
The Humane Society of the United States
2100 L Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20037
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MODEL
DOGANDCAT
CONTROL
ORDINANCE

~--

A cooperative effort by four national organizations has resulted in
a practical tool to help remedy the
problems created by unwanted and
stray dogs and the irresponsibility
of many pet owners. It began in February of 1976 when a National Conference on Dog and Cat Control was
convened by The Humane Society of
the United States, the American
Humane Association, the Pet Food
Institute, the American Kennel
Club, and the American Veterinary
Medical Association.
From the conclusions and recommendations of that meeting, four
of the sponsoring organizations
(HSUS, AHA, A VMA, and PFI)
developed a Model Dog and Cat Control Ordinance. The ordinance outlines the basic elements of an effective dog and cat control program,
and is intended as a reference guide
rather than an ordinance to be
adopted verbatim in every community.
The need for such a guide is great,
as noted in the Preamble to the ordinance:
"Thousands of municipalities and
counties in the United States continue trying to handle one of the
most frustrating problems of local

Meeting to discuss the Ordinance are (from left) Dr. Arthur Tennyson of A VMA,
John Hoyt from HSUS, Duane Ekedahl of PFI, and Martin Passaglia of AHA.

government with archaic laws and
inefficient, and often inhumane, dog
and cat control measures. The end
result is that dog and cat control
problems become increasingly more
troublesome. Pet owners and others
become frustrated and angry, and
public officials are forced to allocate
more time and money and exhibit
more patience in arbitrating disputes between pet owners and their
neighbors." With the Model Dog
and Cat Control Ordinance, an effective humane program can be
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formulated which will benefit both
human and animal populations.
The ordinance is available for
$1.00 a copy from The HSUS or any
of the other sponsoring agencies. In
addition, The HSUS and The AHA
have agreed to provide consultation
and other services to any local government or animal welfare organization which requests assistance in
implementing a program based on
the model ordinance.
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1980 ResoiUC:jons
Adopted at the 1980 Annual Conference

California Sea
Otter

CfJ

::>
CfJ

::;:

Drug Abuse in
Horse Racing
Whereas, anti-inflammatory, analgesic, and diuretic drugs
and medications are being improperly used to enable sore, injured and lame racehorses to compete, thus further aggravating their injuries; and
Whereas, this abusive practice is legal in many racing
jurisdictions throughout the United States; and
Whereas, such pre-race medication programs are contrary
to the dictates of ethical veterinary practice, and nullify the effectiveness of pre-race veterinary examinations; and
Whereas, state racing commissions have been negligent in
the enforcement of drug control regulations and laws which
would serve to protect horses from drug abuse; therefore, be
it
RESOLVED, that The HSUS vigorously support federal
legislation which would prohibit the pre-race administration
of any such substance and would empower the Drug Enforcement Administration of the Justice Department to oversee the
enforcement of such law.

Circuses and
Other Traveling
Wild Animal
Shows
Whereas, wild animals in circuses and other traveling shows
are exploited solely for profit and entertainment; and
Whereas, these animals must endure stressful training
regimes which often require them to assume contorted
postures for which they are not physically suited; and
Whereas, the housing for these animals, because it is designed for ease of transport, rarely provides the space and environment they need; and
Whereas, traveling wild animal acts give a distorted portrayal of animals, and, in fact, the very nature of circus life
often produces aberrant behavior; therefore, be it
RESOLVED, that The HSUS develop a pol icy to work for the
abolition of these shows.
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Menageries
Whereas, "menageries" are random collections of one or
more wild animals which contribute nothing to education and
conservation; and
Whereas, the needs of wild animals rarely are adequately
provided for in menageries; and
Whereas, animals in most menageries are housed in enclosures which do not allow them to behave naturally; and
Whereas, animals in menageries are often in poor health
due to inadequate diets and lack of medical care; and
Whereas, conditions in menageries produce aberrant behavior in animals, thereby giving the public distorted ideas
about animals; therefore, be it
RESOLVED, that The HSUS call for the immediate closing
of all menageries; and be it
FURTHER RESOLVED, that The HSUS call upon its members to join this campaign for the elimination of menageries.

Surrender of
Animals
Whereas, in light of recent successes in New York State and
elsewhere outlawing pound seizure; and
Whereas, The HSUS has had a long standing policy to work
for an end to pound seizure laws throughout the United
States; and
Whereas, there is growing organized opposition to this effort on the part of some research scientists; therefore, be it
RESOLVED, that The HSUS step up its efforts in urging the
repeal of such state animal surrender laws, and in assisting
local humane groups, state federations, and other animal
welfare organizations to introduce legislation at the
municipal level, state level, or both, which will eliminate this
practice; and be it
FURTHER RESOLVED, that The HSUS call upon its members to make this a priority effort where such laws exist.
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Animal Rights

Whereas, the California sea otter, making a valiant comeback
Whereas, it has become increasingly clear that the most effrom near extinction, is still in a precarious state of existence;
fective arena for advancing the welfare of animals is within
and
the framework of the movement to clearly establish the rights
Whereas, the California sea otter population has evidently
of animals as an accepted, recognized and enforceable segstopped growing for as yet undetermined reasons, and now
ment within the traditional concept of rights; and
numbers fewer than 2000 animals, only 10% of its former
Whereas, there is ample evidence and support for the posipopulation; and
tion that such rights naturally evolve from long accepted doctrines of justice or fairness or some other dimension of
Whereas, the range of the California sea otter is still only
200 miles long, from Santa Cruz south to Pismo Beach-only
morality; and
Whereas, there is no rational basis for maintaining a moral
10% of its former range; and
distinction between the treatment of humans and other
Whereas, there are major oil tanker ports at both ends of
animals; therefore, be it
the otters' range in Monterey and Estero Bays; and
RESOLVED, that The HSUS pursue on all fronts-ethical,
Whereas, the sea otter is the most vulnerable to oil of all
moral, educational, and, in addition, because the law not only
marine mammals; and
reflects public morality, it often also molds it, legislative and
Whereas, the California sea otter was designated a
legal fronts-the clear articulation and establishment of the
Threatened Species under the Endangered Species Act in
rights of animals with the concomitant recognition thereof
1977, primarily due to its extreme vulnerability to oil spills
within the full range of American life and culture.
from offshore tanker traffic; and
Whereas, offshore oil exploration, development and production in the Santa Maria Basin off the San Luis Obispo
County coast would greatly increase the possibility of an oil
spill impacting the otters' range; and
Whereas, the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service has stated that
we cannot rely on any oil spill contingency plan to protect the
otters; therefore, be it
RESOLVED, that"fhe-HSUS strongly urge the Governor of
California, the Secretary of the Interior and the President of
the United States to drop the 33 northernmost tracts in the
Santa Maria Basin from Outer Continental Shelf Lease Sale gs
#53 in order to protect the fragile California sea otter popula- ~
tion and its marine environment; and be it
----------------------FURTHER RESOLVED, that The HSUS strongly urge the
Whereas, current federal controls are inadequate to insure
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service and the California Department of
the welfare of animals used in laboratories, particularly in the
Fish & Game to vigorously protect the existing California sea
critical area of painful experimentation; and
otter population and to make every effort to insure the
Whereas, Congress has not extended protective legislation
recovery of this Threatened Species; and be it
to include all species of animals used in biomedical and other
FURTHER RESOLVED, that The HSUS prepare and distypes of research and testing; and
seminate literature to enlist the support of its membership
Whereas, direct support for development and implementaand the public in calling for continued vigilance to insure the
tion of and training in alternative methods of research and
survival and recovery of the California sea otter.
testing, which either replace the use of laboratory animals,
reduce the number of animals required, or refine an existing
procedure or technique to minimize the stress endured by the
animal, is an appropriate and necessary role for the federal
government; and
Whereas, there is a lack of cooperation and coordination
among agencies involved in animal research and testing; and
Whereas, continued reliance on animal experiments delays
the development of new alternative procedures; therefore, be
it
RESOLVED, that The HSUS strongly urge and vigorously
support congressional action to fund and authorize programs
CfJ
which will develop, use and promote alternative techniques in
::>
CfJ
research and testing, improve the treatment of all laboratory
::;:
animals, and strengthen oversight on research projects and
procedures that are likely to involve significant pain and
Whereas, with increasing frequency animals are being subdistress; and be it
FURTHER RESOLVED, that The HSUS support congresjected to sacrificial slaughter in the "name" of religion; and
Whereas, the handling, transporting, housing and killing of
sional action to centralize information on alternatives in order
to stop unnecessary testing duplication, and urge federal
the animals so involved is inappropriate and generally inagencies which regulate animal research and testing to
humane; therefore, be it
cooperate in encouraging the exchange of data and results
RESOLVED, that The HSUS oppose such sacrificial slaughand promoting humane scientific innovations.
ter of animals in the name of religion.

Federal
Regulation of
Laboratory Animal
Ex peri men tat ion

Animal
Sacrifices
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Crackdown on Dogfighting
by Julie Rovner
A new Ohio law and a large scale
investigation which involved state
and local law enforcement authorities and The HSUS has resulted in a
major crackdown on the brutal
"sport" of dogfighting in that state.
Thirty-nine confiscated animals are i!!
currently in custody and forty in- ~
dictments have been handed down ~
against twenty people on charges ~
ranging from promoting dogfight- iilI
ing to participating in or watching
dogfights.
An injured fighting dog found restrainThe new law, which was signed ed with a logging chain on the property
last June, makes it a felony not only of a suspected dogfighter.
to fight dogs or to promote dogfights, but also to be a spectator at a
fight, to own or train a fighting dog,
or to accept money for admission to
a dogfight. The maximum penalty
under the new law is five years in jail
and a $2,500 fine.
Ohio's law is one of the best in the
nation, according to Frantz Dantzler, HSUS director of field service
and investigations. Dantzler, who
A treadmill used for training dogs.
has spent the past several years trying to end this bloody sport,
testified in favor of the bill at a hearbeing handed down in five separate
ing last spring.
counties.
The investigation was initiated
Dantzler said the round-up was a
shortly after the new law took effect major success. "This was a series of
and was a joint venture by the
small raids which together should efColumbus Police department
fectively end dogfighting· in the
Organized Crime Unit, the state
state of Ohio-at least for a period
Department of Agriculture, the
of time.''
state Division of Crime Prevention,
It was clear the dogfighters did
and HSUS.
not take this affront on their recreaWorking over a period of months,
tional activity lightly. Shortly after
an undercover investigator ma- several raids were made, someone
naged to penetrate the secretive broke into the Capital Area Humane
dogfighting fraternity in the state.
Society in Columbus, where the conAccording to Dantzler, at first the fiscated dogs were being kept in aninvestigator was invited only to ticipation of their being used as
"puppy rolls," so-called training ses- evidence in upcoming trials. The
sions to find out how "game" or burglars took two pit bull terriers
aggressive, young dogs are.
which had been purchased by the inLater, after gaining the trust of vestigator as part of his cover. The
suspicious dogfighters, the inves- two dogs were later recovered untigator was invited to major dog- harmed, and all are now being kept
fights. It was testimony about these under guard in an undisclosed locafights which resulted in indictments tion for their protection. Three other
1
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dogs, stolen ·from the Hamilton
County SPCA, have not yet been
recovered, and officials are not optimistic about finding them.
The first of the cases was scheduled to come to trial in December.
Great Lakes Regional Director
Sandy Rowland estimates it could
be months before all the cases are
resolved. In recognition of the
seriousness of the crime of dogfighting, it was decided that those
charged under the dogfighting law
would not be eligible for the state's
diversionary program. The program
permits first-time offenders who
commit nonviolelJ.t crimes to have
their cases handled without having a
court record made. If the offender
lives up to the conditions of his or
her probation, no permanent criminal record will be maintained.
However, the nine-member commission charged with deciding who
will be eligible for the program
found that while dogfighting is
legally a nonviolent crime, those
who engage in it show a "perversity
of character, and the person should
be prosecuted to the fullest extent of
the law."
The fate of the 39 dogs, all of
whom are American Pit Bull Terriers, the "breed of choice" for
dogfighting, remains uncertain. It
will be up to the courts to decide
whether the animals will be returned
to their owners, euthanized, or rehabilitated and placed in new homes.
In addition to the dogs, many of
whom bear scars of previous fights,
other evidence expected to be used
against the indicted dogfighters includes confiscated treadmills (to exercise the dogs), scales (for weighing
before fights), parting sticks (to
separate fighting dogs), large stocks
of antibiotics and other drugs (to
treat dogs after a fight), and even
three wooden fighting rings, all
stained with the blood of dogs who
had fought there.
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Dantzler said he was pleased the
new law produced results so quickly.
He feels the best tools to end dogfighting are "good effective state
laws which are enforced."
While dogfighting is a felony in
several states, including New York,
Massachusetts, Michigan, and California, enforcement varies. Dogfighting may persist because the
persons involved have little to fear
in the way of capture or prosecution.
In some states, dogfighting is not
even explicitly outlawed, although it
is considered to be illegal under
state anti-cruelty statutes. However, the lack of specificity and weak
penalties make prosecution quite
difficult.

In 1976, the federal Animal Welfare Act was amended to specifically
prohibit dogfighting. However, the
departments of Agriculture and
Justice have consistently failed to
enforce, or even set up a mechanism
to enforce those provisions of the
act. Last August, The HSUS sued
the two departments in an effort to
make them enforce the law.
The suit charges that dogfighting
is one of the "most overtly barbaric
phenomena in American society today," and that the departments of
Agriculture and Justice are "flatly
incapable of responding with any
meaningful enforcement measures
in the field even when supplied with
reliable advance information. As a

result, dogfighting activity in
general has continued to prosper
and numerous specific dogfighting
events have occurred and continue
to occur which defendants could
have directly interdicted or deterred.''
The suit is still in the pre-trial
stage. In the meantime, according to
Dantzler, the lead in bringing this
horrible practice to an end must be
assumed by the states. ''A number
of states are watching Ohio with
great interest," he said. What is
needed is not only strong laws, but
people interested in making those
laws work. In Ohio, both elements
seem to be present.

ALICE MORGAN WRIGHT - EDITH GOODE FUND
TESTAMENTARY TRUST
December 31, 1979
STATEMENT OF RECEIPTS AND DISBURSEMENTS
STATEMENT OF ASSETS AND LIABILITIES
Assets
Receipts
$1,223,617
Trust Corpus 12/31/78
91,573
1979 Income from Investments- Net
1979 Income from Investments- Net
$
91,573
$1,315,190
(5,000)
Less Administrative Fee Payable
(72,595)
Less: Distribution of 1978 Income
86,573
Balance for Distribution
$
$1,242,595
Represented by
$
3,848 Disbursements
Cash
14,689
Accrued Interest Receivable
Grants of 1979 Income to
Investments - Securities at Book Value 1,224,058
86,573
$
Organizations Listed Below
$1,242,595
Liabilities
Administrative Fee Payable
(5,000)
Balance 12/31179

$1,237,595
Organizations Receiving Aid From
Alice Morgan Wright - Edith Goode Fund 1978 Trust Income

American Fondouck Maintenance Committee, Boston, Massachusetts
Animal Crusaders, Inc., Everett, Washington
Animal Protective League, Milwaukee, Wisconsin
Association for the Prevention of Cruelty in Public Spectacles, Barcelona,
Spain
Association for the Protection of Furbearing Animals, Vancouver, Canada
Association Uruguaya De Proteccion A Los Animales, Montevideo,
Uruguay
Brooke Hospital For Animals (Old Warhorse Memorial Hospital), London,
England
Bund Gegen Den Missbrauch Der Tiere E.V., Munich, Germany
Defenders of Wildlife, Washington, D.C.
Dublin Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, Dublin, Ireland
Eastern Slope Animal Welfare League, Conway, New Hampshire
Ferne Animal Sanctuary, London, England
Humane Society of Lackawanna County, Scranton, Pennsylvania
Humane Society of Rochester in Monroe County, Fairport, New York
Irish Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, Dublin, Ireland
Missouri Anti-Vivisection Society, St. Louis, Missouri
National Anti~ Vivisection, London, England
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National Equine Defense League, Carlisle, England
National Humane Education Society, Sterling, Virginia
Nilgiri Animal Welfare Society (Nilgiri Animal Sanctuary), Tamilnadu,
South India
Nordic Society Against Painful Experiments on Animals (Nordiska Samfundet), Stockholm, Sweden
Peoples Dispensary for Sick Animals, Surrey, England
Performing and Captive Animals' Defense League, London, England
RSPCA-for Inti. Animal Welfare Symposium, Horsham, Sussex England
Scottish Society for the Prevention of Vivisection, Edinburgh, Scotland
Society for Animal Rights (National Catholic Society for Animal Welfare),
Clarks Summit, Pennsylvania
Society for the Protection of Animals in North Africa, London, England
Somerset County Humane Society, Inc., Somerville, New Jersey
South African Federation for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals,
Kimberley, South Africa
Tierschutzverein Fur Berlin Und Umgebung Corp., Berlin, West Germany
Wayside Waifs, Kansas City, Missouri
World Federation for the Protection of Animals, Zurich, Switzerland
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AROUnD
THE REGIOns
West Coast

2427 lOth Avenue, S., Minneapolis,
Minnesota 55404.

Humane Education
On October 14, 1980 the first day
of The HSUS Annual Conference
held in San Francisco, the National
Association for the Advancement of
Humane Education and The Western Humane Educators Association
(WHEA) co-hosted a Humane Education Symposium. The West Coast
office and NAAHE have worked
with WHEA since its formation and
were proud to have them share their
expertise and programs at the symposium. Over 140 people attended
from some 50 states, including Hawaii. Canada and Puerto Rico were
also represented.
Equal Rights for Cats
Effective January 1, 1981 stray
cats which have been impounded by
a public pound, SPCA, or humane
shelter must be held 72 hours under
legislation introduced by Senator
Alan Robbins (D), and passed by the
California legislature. Exceptions
are severely injured, seriously ill, or
newborn cats unable to feed themselves. Existing law in California did
not expressly provide a minimum
time limit for keeping impounded
cats as it does for stray dogs. The
West Coast regional office has notified California humane societies and
animal control agencies of passage
of the new law.

Cruelty Case
Nearly 50 dogs, some chained in
mud over a foot deep and forced to
feed on rats, were found by Great
Lakes Field Investigator Tim Greyhavens at a residence in Napoleon,
Ohio. City officials estimated there
were nearly 5000 rats on the property at the time Greyhavens examined
the dogs. Greyhavens was able to
convince the owner of the animals to
take action on their behalf, and all
the dogs have now been removed
from the property, treated by a
veterinarian, and most have been
placed in other homes.

Great Lakes
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New England

Dogfighting Follow-Up

Black Bear

More than 100 humane workers
and law enforcement officials gathered in Columbus, Ohio, for a oneday workshop on enforcing dogfighting laws. The workshop, sponsored jointly by The HSUS and
state officials, drew participants
from Ohio, Indiana, and Michigan to
discuss ways to end the brutal activity. HSUS Director of Field Service and Investigations Frantz
Dantzler showed videotapes of dogfights and Ohio officials discussed
the investigations (reported on page
26) which resulted in the confiscation of 42 fighting dogs and the handing down of 40 indictments under
Ohio's new dogfighting law.

The state of Maine set an emergency closing date on the black bear
hunting season last fall because the
number of bear killed had already
exceeded the minimum quota set.
The season opened May 1 and was
originally planned to close on
November 29. By August 2, however, 820 bears had already been killed. In the Department of Inland
Fisheries and Wildlife's 197 4 FiveYear Species Plan for Black Bear,
the department set the "legal
harvest" totals for black bear at 800
to 1000 per year to insure that the
197 4 population levels were maintained. For four consecutive years
the quota has been surpassed, with
the highest kill of 1,630 bears reached in 1979.
John Inman, director of HSUS'
New England regional office, has
joined with state and local humane
organizations in Maine and other national groups such as the Defenders
of Wildlife to propose changes in the
regulations prepared by the Department of Inland Fisheries and Wildlife. Noting that the department has
not established a biological justification for the hunting of black bear,
HSUS has urged the department to
act to extend maximum protection
to the species in Maine, and to end
the most cruel and offensive aspects
of bear hunting in the state. At
public hearings held in November,
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One of more than fifty dogs found chain- .
ed and penned around a deserted house
in Napoleon, Ohio.

POW in Minnesota

Stray cats in California now have a better chance of being returned home.

Maine hunters have been too successful in killing black bear, and stronger measures
to protect them are needed.

Protect Our Wildlife (POW) is the
name of a new coalition of Minnesotans concerned with wildlife
legislation in that state. People on
the POW mailing list are contacted
when letters to legislators are needed, and they in turn send off their
own letters to state officials involved in decision-making on wildlife
issues. There is no cost for joining
POW, all that is necessary is a willingness to speak out for humane
wildlife policies. HSUS members
residing in Minnesota who wish to
be added to the POW mailing list
should write Protect Our Wildlife,

Chemical Capture
In September, the Great Lakes
Regional Office sponsored a one-day
workshop on chemical capture methods. Leon Nielson, Director of the
Wisconsin Humane Society and a
recognized authority on the use of
tranquilizer guns and chemical restraint spoke about the humane use
of tranquilizer darts in animal control work. More than 75 people attended the session, which was held
in Bowling Green, Ohio.
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humanitarians asked that the use of
the steel jaw leghold trap be outlawed by the department. HSUS
members in Maine are urged to write
their opinions to Commissioner
Glenn Manuel, Department of Inland Fisheries and Wildlife, 284
State Street, Augusta, Maine 04333.
Office Move
HSUS' New England regional office will be moving February 1 from
its current headquarters in Hartford, Connecticut, to the Norma Terris Humane Education and Nature
Center in East Haddam, Connecticut. The Norma Terris center is
already headquarters for HSUS' education branch, the National Association for the Advancement of Humane Education. The move should
make the region's operations more
economical while not affecting the
service available. The new address
for the New England Regional Office will be P.O. Box 98, East Haddam, Connecticut 06423.

Gulf States
Prison Complaint
An investigation is underway of a
number of complaints of cruelty to
animals taking place at the Louisiana State Penitentiary. In a recent
letter, HSUS' Gulf States Regional
Director Bill Meade told the prison
warden there had been a continuous
stream of letters from one inmate
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complaining of numerous alleged
cases of abuse. Some of the complaints were of inmates starving
birds by sealing them in walls, cruelly whipping and overdriving mules
and a horse, and that prison dogs
were confined without adequate
shelter.
In answer to an earlier letter from
Meade about these complaints,
Warden Frank Blackburn said that
all animals at the penitentiary received "the best possible care" and
that anyone harming an animal
would be "severely disciplined."
However, further complaints of
cruelty received after this assurance
led Meade to ask for the opportunity
for HSUS investigator Bernard
Weller to visit the prison and
discuss the situation. Although it
has frequently been shown that the
presence of animals can be very
therapeutic for people in institutions, it is imperative that the
animals be protected from those individuals who might harm them.
Both the Governor of Louisiana and
the Secretary of Corrections are
being kept informed of the progress
of our handling of these cruelty complaints.
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Alaska Lands
Despite the many failings of the
96th Congress on environmental
and animal welfare issues, it probably wrote itself into the history
books with the passage of a massive
Alaska Lands bill. The measure
designates more than 100 million
acres of the fiftieth state as national
parks or preserves, national wildlife
refuges, wilderness areas, and wild
and scenic rivers.
A last minute fight prevented the
measure from being as strong as
many environmentalists had hoped,
and when President Carter signed
the bill into law on December 2, he
warned that our need for energy
resources must not be allowed to interfere with the preservation of the
environment.
Attending the White House signing of the new law, described by
many as the most sweeping conservationist achievement since the
creation of the national parks
system at the beginning of the century, were representatives of nearly
all of the nation's environmental and
animal welfare groups which had
pushed for the passage of a strong
bill, including Patricia Forkan,
HSUS vice president for program
and communications, and Project
Specialist Patricia Clagett.

Tuna/Porpoise
As with most federal rulings on
animal welfare issues, the regulations handed down in October concerning the ongoing tuna-porpoise
controversy could have been better- but they also could have been
worse.
The regulations, issued by
Richard Frank, administrator of the
Commerce Department's National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, are part of the enforcement
procedure of the Marine Mammal
Protection Act. The act was passed
by Congress in 1972, partially to
alleviate the problem of porpoises
dying in large numbers after becoming entangled in the purse seine nets
of yellowfin tuna fishermen.
The act allows for a certain
30

amount of such "incidental taking,"
which occurs when fishermen surround schools of porpoise to capture
the tuna which often swim underneath them. Despite the fact that
fishermen are able to free most of
the entangled mammals, some
160,000 porpoises have drowned in
the nets of U.S. boats since the first
quotas were established in 1976.
The new regulations establish
quotas for the years 1981 through
1985. At hearings held earlier this
year, a lawyer representing several
conservationist groups, including
The HSUS, presented evidence that
the northern offshore spotted porpoise-the most frequently set upon
species- was depleted. Under the
act, any taking, incidental or otherwise, of a depleted species is prohibited.
Unfortunately, in his decision
Frank found that the species was
not depleted, and set a quota of
11,890 allowed to be killed during
each of the next five years. The total
quota for all porpoise is 20,500.
While this number is lower than in
years past, HSUS has argued for
declining quotas for each year, so
the number killed in time would
" ... be reduced to insignificant levels
approaching a zero mortality and
serious injury rate," as the act
states.
A major success for the conservationists was the institution of a ban
on so-called sundown setting. Evidence shows that more porpoise are
killed in nets during the waning

hours of light because it is harder for
the fishermen to find and free them.
This controversy is far from over.
Many federal officials are worried
about losing large portions of the
profitable tuna fishing industry to
other countries, particularly Mexico, where fuel prices are lower and
they would have access to the huge
stocks of tuna within that country's
exclusive 200 mile-zone. Conservationists worry that U.S. tuna
fishermen, unhappy with federal
regulation, are using the porpoise
regulations as an excuse to take
their boats out of the U.S. The problem is complex. In the meantime,
the porpoises are, both literally· and
figuratively, caught in the middle
once again.

Nongame
One of the few bright spots for
animals to come out of the 96th Congress was the passage of The Fish
and Wildlife Conservation Act of
1980, which President Carter signed
into law on September 29. The new
law will benefit the nearly 3,000
vertebrate species in this country
which are not considered game.
The act authorizes $5 million
during each of the next four years in
technical and financial assistance to
the states for developing and implementing fish and wildlife conservation plans following an inventory
and assessment of population
status.
The bill, which was sponsored by
Senator John Chafee, (R-RI) in the
Senate and by Representative Edwin Forsythe (R-NJ) in the House,
was the result of several years of
battling by conservationists to obtain protection for nongame species,
which account for more than 80 percent of all vertebrate North American Wildlife.
Despite their great numbers, a
1974 survey conducted by the Wildlife Management Institute found
that only three of every 100 federal
dollars spent on wildlife went for the
direct benefit of nongame species. In
addition, 86 percent of the
vertebrate species now listed as endangered or threatened are con-
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sidered nongame. By 1990 it is
estimated that an additional 450
nongame species will be added to the
endangered list, 120 of which may
be eligible within the next five years.
The funds will be used to help
maintain the habitat of such species
as chipmunks, songbirds, and
lizards as well as other species not
hunted for sport, food, or fur.

Trapping
Despite an intense mail campaign
which flooded the House subcommittee on Transportation and Commerce with upwards of two hundred
thousand letters, the 96th Congress
completed its work without having
held hearings on a bill which would
prohibit interstate commerce of any
products from animals caught in
leghold traps, virtually eliminating
use of the trap in this country.
The bill, H.R. 1297, introduced by
Rep. Clarence Long (D-MD), was
originally scheduled for hearings
last May. However, a subcommittee
staffer reported that subcommittee
Chairman James Florio (D-NJ) "felt
that certain issues were not being
adequately addressed.'' Specifically,
the Canadian inventor of a new and
supposedly humane snare trap was
refusing to testify.
The hearings were rescheduled for
late summer and again cancelled.
"After that," the subcommittee aide
reported, "it was simply scheduling
problems." The aide refused to comment on the possibility of holding
hearings next year, adding that she
was not even sure if the bill would be
reassigned to her subcommittee.
A spokesperson for Congressman
Long said he definitely plans to reintroduce the bill during the next session.

Laboratory Animals
Another major disappointment
dealt to animal welfare advocates by
the 96th Congress was its lack of action to improve the lot of the laboratory animal. Several bills were introduced, but no hearings were held on
any of them.
At The HSUS' annual conference

in October, the membership passed
a resolution " ... that The HSUS
strongly urge and vigorously support congressional action to fund
and authorize programs which will
develop, use, and promote alternative techniques in research and testing, improve the treatment of all laboratory animals, and strengthen
oversight on research projects and
procedures that are likely to involve
significant pain and distress ... "
Several measures which, if passed,
would have gone far to achieve that
goal were introduced in the 96th
Congress. H.R. 4805, introduced by
Congressman Fred Richmond (DNY) would establish a National Center for Alternative Research to develop and coordinate alternative methods of research and testing which
do not involve the use of live animals, to develop training programs
in the use of alternative methods,
and to disseminate information on
these methods. H.R. 282, introduced
by Congressman Robert Drinan
(D-MA), would fund research aimed
at developing test methods which
would minimize the use of, and pain
and suffering to, live animals.
In order to protect animals already in laboratories, and until more
alternatives are developed, H.R.
684 7, introduced by Congresswoman Pat Schroeder, would amend
the Animal Welfare Act to cover animals during actual research and
would attempt to minimize painful
experiments. It would also add rats
and mice to those animals protected
under the act. It is estimated that
the current act covers only about
5% of all animals used in laboratories.
Resolutions were also introduced,
but not acted on, to encourage federal agencies to abandon the use of
the cruel Draize rabbit eye irritancy
test and develop test procedures
which would not use live animals.
The resolution was introduced in the
House by Congressman Andrew J acobs (D-IN) and in the Senate by
David Durenberger (R-MN).
The development of alternatives
to the use of laboratory animals remains one of The HSUS' highest leg-
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islative priorities, and we are optimistic that the next Congress will
take some action on this important
issue.

New Congress
Animal welfare advocates will
surely feel the effects of the nationwide wave of Republicanism which
swept Ronald Reagan into office and
swept away the Democratic majority in the Senate. Many good friends
in both the House and Senate were
defeated but there is hope that new
members may prove to be supportive of animal welfare legislation
and programs.
It is clear that the Senate of the
97th Congress will not subscribe to
any notions of "business as usual."
Already, Senator James McClure
(R-ID), the incoming Chairman of
the important Energy and Natural
Resources Committee, has tried to
have the predator control program
moved from the Interior Department to the Department of Agriculture, where he assumed there
would be less resistance to using
deadly poisons such as 1080 to kill
coyotes. Where big business and environmentalists disagree, the new
Senate leadership seems inclined to
lean towards business.
The news in the Senate is not all
bad. The new Chairman of the Commerce Committee, Robert Packwood
(R-OR) has long been a strong supporter of marine mammals and legislation to assure their survival and
safety. Another friend of the marine
mammals, Lowell Weicker (R-CT), is
scheduled to head the appropriations subcommittee which funds the
National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration (NOAA), which administers the Marine Mammal Protection Act.
With so many new members in
both houses, it is hard to tell at this
early stage how animal welfare
legislation will be treated. It is important that you let your congressman and senators know how you
feel, especially if they are new
members. Be sure your representatives in Washington are representing your views.
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LAW
NO'l'ES
Turtle Sales Continue
Despite Ban
In a past issue of The HSUS News
(Fall 1979), we noted that efforts
were underway to have the Food and
Drug Administration's ban on the
sale of small turtles lifted. The ban
had been imposed after studies indicated that the turtles were carriers
of Salmonella bacteria, and often
transmitted this bacteria to humans, causing severe gastrointestinal illness. In addition, HSUS
pointed out to the F.D.A. that most
of the thousands of small turtles
purchased each year by consumers
lead a short and miserable life due to
consumer ignorance of the animals'
dietary and other needs. Turtles are
reptiles which require very specialized care and attention in order to live
a humane existence in captivity.
As of this writing, the ban is still
in effect. However, some recent incidents raise the question of whether
the ban is actually effective.
Through concerned citizens, HSUS
has learned of alleged turtle sales in
Florida, Ohio, Alaska, Pennsylvania, and in Washington, D.C. When
an HSUS staff member visited a pet
shop in the nation's capital, he
observed turtles being sold openly,
although at a price far greater than
that for which turtles were sold
before the ban was enacted.
HSUS continues to favor the ban,
for there has been no showing by the
turtle industry that turtles can be
marketed in a manner which is not
disastrous to the reptiles themselves
and which will not include health
risks for humans. Furthermore, the
HSUS General Counsel's Office has
been in contact with the F.D.A., urging that the agency follow its legal
responsibility in enforcing the ban.
The F.D.A. has taken some initial
steps to deal with some of the reported violations, but HSUS is concerned that illegal sales will continue unless a serious effort is made by
the F.D.A. to cut off the wholesale
source of the turtles.
When the original ban was sought,
it was estimated that over 200,000
cases of salmonellosis in the United
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States each year were turtle related.
(See Federal Register, Vol. 40, No.
101, for Friday, May 23, 1975, page
22543.) The General Counsel's office
intends to continue pressuring the
F.D.A. to enforce the ban as written.

Animal Fighting Suit
Continues
The suit brought by HSUS
against the United States Departments of Agriculture and Justice for
their failure to enforce the animal
fighting provisions of the Animal
Welfare Act is in the pre-trial motions stage. In September, 1980, the
government asked the court to dismiss the action, contesting, among
other matters, HSUS' legal right to
bring the suit on behalf of the
animals. The government also
argued that any enforcement of the
animal fighting statute was a matter solely within the government's
discretion, and not challengeable in
a court of law.
HSUS, in-reply, argued that it was
legally proper for them to bring the
suit on behalf of the affected animals, because
" ... the Animal Welfare Act creates ... legal rights for animals, i.e.,
the right not to be cruelly treated
in fighting ventures, [however] the
animals themselves have no 'forum' in which to assert their own
rights ... and it is self-evident that
animals have no ability to assert
the rights to protection and free-

dom from abuse that the Act was
intended to afford."
HSUS further argued that they
were not seeking to interfere with
the government's legitimate prosecutorial discretion, but were simply
attempting to force the government
into doing its duty as spelled out in
the laws which were passed to be enforced, rather than to simply sit unnoticed on the statute books.
A review of the prosecutorial activities of the federal government
with respect to animal cases indicates quite clearly that almost all of
the attention, money, and effort is
going into cases involving attempts
to halt illegal wildlife trade, with
almost no time, effort or money (as
the HSUS lawsuit, reported above,
points out) being spent on the enforcement of the provisions of the
Animal Welfare Act. For example,
there have within the past year been
more than 100 import-related forfeiture actions, with numerous major
prosecutions focusing on commercial wildlife dealers. Of course we
heartily applaud all of this.
However, none of this could have
been accomplished without the most
intensive inter-agency cooperation
in tackling this multi-million dollar
illegal wildlife trade, including the
formation of a Wildlife Law Enforcement Coordinating Committee, the
development of detailed guidelines
for inter-agency enforcement efforts,
and the establishment of special
Task Forces to meet particular problems in particular regions. The result has been the good news that
substantial progress has been made
in the areas of wildlife law enforcement.
Our law suit, in a nutshell, asks
only that the government mobilize
these same vigorous and imaginative efforts with respect to the provisions of the Animal Welfare Act,
which to date appear to be almost
entirely overlooked and ignored by
the prosecutorial arms of the government.
Compiled by Murdaugh Stuart Madden, HSUS General Counsel, and
Roger Kindler, Associate Counsel.
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SHELTER
SENSE...
the unique
publication for
the special people who
care about homeless animals.
SHELTER SENSE is HSUS's bimonthly
publication for people who care about
community animal sheltering and control.
SHELTER SENSE is the only publication
of its kind. It is produced for the men
and women who are solving the animal
problems in their communities. It helps
shelters operate efficient and humane
programs to help homeless, ill, injured
and unwanted animals.
If you work in an animal shelter or volunteer at a humane society, why not get a
subscription to SHELTER SENSE?
For $5, you get six bimonthly issues that will
give you information like:
... How to tell a sick animal from a healthy one.
... Where shelter workers can get training.
... What funding shelters can apply for.
... Who has a good model manual available.
. .. Why some public education programs work
better than others.
And if the shelter in your town needs help,
here's a constructive alternative to complaining about it- give them a gift subscription to
SHELTER SENSE. It's the least expensive
helping hand you'll find.
SHELTER SENSE ... for those special animals
and the special people who care for them.
SHELTER SENSE ... $5 for six bimonthly issues. Additional subscriptions sent to the
same address are $4 each.

SHELTER SENSE
HSUS
2100 L St., NW
Washington, DC 20037

Psalm of Life
Small creatures of the forest land,
There is no need to hide or fleeI am no threat; I came to see
Your world, and I make no demand.
I do not covet your soft garments for my own,
Nor wish to shape a fetish from your bone ...
I came to see
Your footprints in the snow.
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Winged creatures of the sea and sky,
There is no cause for sudden fright;
I came to marvel at your flight
On wings of grace ... to wonder why
No violin can sing your song;
In this bright world where you belong
I find delight
In watching fledglings grow.
Great creatures of the peak and plain,
You do not know- nor do you careHow beautiful you are; I see you there
And it is clear- we must remain
Aware that shadows of the past
Forewarn- our kinds may be the last...
How could I dare
To mark your time to go?
To have dominion I define
As a command to cherish
Life -lest all I ife perish;
This is, I know, their world ... and mine.

by Margaret Holst Hasbargen
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